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Christow Station,

| Telephones Sheldon Lane.
Christow (01647) 253108 Doddiscombsleigh.
EXETER,
Devonshire
EX67YT
Your referensc:- Please quote Wi reference 70

40th June, 1998
ir. D. Redgewell.
Roilway Development Society,
40, Sadler Street.
Tiells,
Scnerset
BA5 28E

Dear David,
After the R.D.S. meeting at Plymouth University last
November. you advised me to contact you regarding the case of
an endangered freight-only railway in Exeter.
The enclosed leaflet, which I am sending to various bodies
and individuals, contains most of the facts.

In summary, my mein points are:

(). Freight facilities have been reduced far
too much alreadys;

(11). Railtrack should not be selling any
operational land and should certainly not
give advantage to road transport;

(iii). What is taking place &t Marsh Barton
counters every current policy.

The track authority will no doubt go ahead with the
scheme, but I think that it should not do so without a strong
all-round protest against its action.

Any pressure you can bring to bear on behalf of the R.D.S.
would I am sure be useful.

Yours sincerely,

Colin Burges
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Christow Station,

 Telephoness Sheldon Lanc.
Christow (01647) 253108 Doddiscombsleigh,
EXJ y
Devonshire
EX6 7YT
Your réference:- Pleane quote this referenes- 70g

12th June, 1998
¥r. Martyn Goss,
30, Park Lane,
Pinhoe,
Exeter
Bxly 9HL

Dear Martyn,

You may remember that I drew your attention to the subject
of the Marsh Barton railway at the time the last traffic wes
withdrawn from the old lioreton Branch.

Shortening of the Exeter line has been plenced for a while
and is now & step closer with part of the Crace Road link being
incorperated in the development of the Govemnment Buildings cite.

A public freight depot has been mooted for Marsh Barton and
E.W. & 5. is experiencing difficulty everywhere in finding load-
ing points. Railtrack is uncer nc obligation to sell operational
land and certainly should not give zdvantage to road traneport.
What is taking plece et V¥arsh Barton counters sll current
policies.

My leaflet, "Lxeter's Industrial Reilway", which I am send-
ing to various bodies and individusls, srgues sgeinst further
dismantling of the line. I hope you will be able to endorse my
effort and epply pressure on behalf of Devon Transport 2000.

With best wishes,
Yours sincerely,

Colin Burges
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21st June 1998
Mr. Colin Burges.
ETVR

Christow Station,
Sheldon Lane,
Doddiscombsleigh.
Excter.

EX6T7YT

Dear Colin,

Thank you for your letter of June 12th and the accompanying leaflet on Exeter's Industrial Raibway. |
found this extremely interesting and very sad to see how this has not only been neglected but
intentionally undeveloped in recent years

We have also been campaigning for some time to try to ensure that the line to Alphington (and beyond)
i not built on or removed as this would clearly prejudice any future rail potential. Unfortunately, I am
informed that the strugele has so far been lost as the City Council gave Planning Permission to
Sainsbury's at its last mecting. Apparently the track is now partly owned by them as a developer.

In our view this is contrary to PPG13 and other Guidance, but I am not sure we can do much about it
at this stage.

Meanwhile, in Barnstaple we are pressing the County Council not to construct the new Downstream
Bridse route across the old rail track to Bideford for the same reasons. Their view seems currently to be
that they cannot accomodate for both rail and bus lanes - but there's plenty for cars and lorries. The final
decision on that will be made in September and we've not lost yet!

Sorry not to be more positive about the Teign Valley.

With best wishes.

Yours sincerely,

Martyn Goss
(Chair, Devon Transport 2000)
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Christow Station,

Telephones- Sheldon Lane,
Christow (01647) 253108 Doddiscombsieigh,
EXETER.
Devonshire
X6 7YT
Your reference:- Please quote this reference:-7 04

11th June, 1998
Mr. E. Chorlton,
County Environment Director,
Environment Department,
Lucombe House,
County Hall,
Excter
EX2 40W

Dear Mr. Chorlton,
Exeter’s Industrial Railway

Many people I speak to bemoan the wholesale cutting back
of the railways and even some men who today make good livings
because of roads have expressed misgivings about the modern
structure of transport. Hauliers, for example, have freely
admitted to me that much freight traffic should be on rail.

Lately, while in conversation with such people, I gather
from what they say that the mistakes of the past are now
understood by authority and that at least no more harm will be
done. They imagine that the rail network, even the parts which
are lightly used or defunct, is now secure.

Of course it is foolish to expect people to know the
detail of transport planning; they have little grasp of what
immediately affects them and have no real interest in gaining
a broader understanding. This is one of the fallacies in
claiming that the public has chosen the tramsport we have
today, for sensible choices cannot be made without some know-
ledge of the likely outcome and after-effects.

Chaps can make glib statements about the need to revive
the railways, while being entirely ignorant of the position.
On freight transport, they can happily believe that we are at
a turning point because they know nothing of the scorched-
carth policy of Rail Property, of the absurdity of Railtrack
having to bid for railway land at sales or how the new rail-
freight operator is desperately seeking suitable loading
places, when only a few years ago these were being grubbed
out.

It could be said that, with so many failings in rail
privatization and transport policy in general, ome should not
concentrate on individual problems at the very edges, but I
think this is an invalid notion. While theorizing alome about
the great scheme of things much can be lost on the ground,
whereas by tackling theory and representative cases together
it is perhaps possible to begin swaying a whole process.
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In sending you my leaflet, "Exeter’s Industrial Railway”,
1 am not therefore hoping to draw your attention to a solitary
case, but merely the one which I am most familiar with and the
one which in my opinion requires the most urgent review. Many
of the points I make are applicable to other locations,
although I appreciate that Devon is lacking in these and that
the council is concerned with fewer now that Plymouth has
broken away from the fold.

Too many industrial railways have been lost and freight
facilities have been reduced far too much already. With
sweeping change at last in prospect, the county itself
embarked on measures to "green” transport and a white paper
due any year now, it is surely time to halt any further losses
of railway land. Even if nothing constructive can be done, it
would be better to stand still and take stock than to carry on
with the tail end of the old discredited programme.

Railtrack should nmot be selling its operational land and
should certainly not be giving advantage to road transport.
This wretched organization camnnot be relied upon to act for
the long term interest of rail tramnsport, so I believe that
other authorities must step in where possible to outsmart
Railtrack. I hope that eventually English, Welsh & Scottish
will be able to buy freight-only lines, and later maybe parts
of the network will return to unitary operation. If American
practice is brought here, I expect Wisconsin would want to see
some firms on Marsh Barton and elsewhere with railroads beside
or through their premises.

This will be harder to realise if railway formations are
further carved up, so I would respectfully ask that you scrap
the proposed Grace Road link. It does not matter any longer
that you can prove its value by calculating how many more cars
and lorries there will be in 2001, how many can be diverted
from Alphington Road, how many injuries will be avoided, how
many minutes saved and all the rest of the nonsense formula.
This is old medicine and should be thrown out.

Providing for road transport is, I accept, your first
duty but it is a pity that you have to go on carrying out old
orders when you know that new ones are on the way. You are a
man of vision, you must see what the future holds, so instead
of pandering to cars and trucks I beg you to do all in your
power to safeguard the remaining railway at Marsh Barton and
to promote its expansion, so that businesses can once again
look to rail to provide their door-to-door freight transport.

Yours sincerely,

Colin Burges

Encl.
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Dear Mr Burges,

EXETER'S INDUSTRIAL RAILWAY

Thank you for your letter of 11 June 1998 and for the informative leaflet enclosed therein. In your
letter you make specific reference to the proposed Grace Road Link and its impact on the former
railway embankment at Alphington.

Devon County Council, through it transportation policies seeks to deliver a balanced and integrated
transport system. To that end, the policy framework is underpinned by the adoption of a hierarchy
of travel modes. Naturally the application of any policy framework needs to be flexible in order to
be of practical use. In addition, the emphasis on ensuring land use and transportation planning are
more closely integrated also requires a policy framework which is responsive to local circumstances
and which takes into account broader policy objectives.

The Grace Road Link has been, and continues 1o be, an important strategic link in the highway
network serving Exeter. As such it has been a consistent feature of the Local Plan over an
extended period of time.

The case to which you refer has a long planning history. The original planning permission was
granted by the Secretary of State following a Public Inquiry at which the merits of the proposal were
fully examined. The legal agreement associated with the planning permission granted by the Inquiry
did not prejudice the future of the rail link.

In considering the most recent planning application on the former Goverment buildings site, it has.
become clear that that section of the rail link which crosses the alignment of the proposed Grace
Road Link is no longer required for operational purposes. In this context, it is therefore no longer
appropriate to unduly burden the delivery of the Grace Road Link with the additional cost associated
with the retention of the railway embankment.

1 appreciate the concems set out in your letter and fully support the need to ensure that operational
railway land is not disposed off without having first considered all opportunities for its continued use
as a rail corridor. However great care must be taken in ensuring that beneficial development is not
stymied due to imposition of additional costs arising from the retention of corridors which clearly
have no future role as part of the operational rail network.

Genaral Enanes 01192 392000, Websit v v < vl




[image: image7.jpg]Devon County Council continues to positively support proposals which encourage the transfer of
freight haulage from road to rail and is working closely with the rail industry in order that
'opportunities for such proposals to come forward within the Exeter area can be properly identified.
In particular the County Council will look to the New Deal for Transport set out in the White Paper
published on Monday to give further support for its desire to encourage greater use of the rail
network.

Yours sincerely

Kb WO,

County Environment Director
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Christow Station,

Telephone:- Sheldon Lane,
Christow (01647) 253108 Doddiscombsleig]
EXETER,
Devonshire
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Your reference:- Please quote this referenev:- 744

14th September, 1998
Office of the Rail Regulator,
1, Waterhouse Square,
138-142, Holborn,
TLondon
ECIN 25T

Dear Sirs,
Minor Closure, Exeter

Railtrack’s contractors are in the process of dismantling
part of a freight-only line in Exeter. As I understand it, any
closure of a route belonging to Railtrack, however minor,
requires permission from the Office of the Rail Regulator.

The line being shortened penetrates Exeter’s primary
trading estate, Marsh Barton, the only one of the city’s three
estates to have a rail connection.

Railtrack’s motive - inherited from B.R. - is to allow
the track formation to be sold so that it can be incorporated
into a road improvement. Although provision is being made to
service the one remaining trader on the line, who intends to
modify his plant, I am concerned that Railtrack is acting
improperly.

By this action, it will make conditions a little casier
for road tramsport, which should not be the purpose of the
track authority. And, at the same time, it is denying English,
Welsh & Scottish the chance to explore the possibilities for
expansion on the Marsh Barton estate, a task which cannot be
done fully at this stage in the new operator's development.

Therefore, T would respectfully ask you to do all in your
power to stop any land sale by Railtrack, at least until such
time as E.W. & S. can say with absolute certainty that there
is no traffic potential which could be exploited by this
branch line.

Enclosed herewith is a leaflet which explains this case
in detail.

Yours faithfully,
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Dear Mr Burges,
CLOSURE OF PART OF THE NETWORK

1. Thank you for your letier of 14 September about the closure of part of the
network in Exeter. T note your concern that Railtrack may be carrying out this
closure without the consent of the Regulator and without any opportunity for
English Welsh & Scottish Railway Lid (EWS) to assess the potential for traffic
on the line in question

Youare correctin saying that Railtrack must seck the Regulator's consent
if they propose Lo discontinue the use of the network or indeed some part of it.
“This is a requirement section 39 of the Railways Act 1993 (‘the Act). However.
it is important to note that section 39 of the Act applics only to operational
passenger networks, and where the network (or part) in question has. at any time
within the preceding 5 years. been used for or in conncetion with the provision of
any services for the carriage of passengers by railway. In this case, as your
‘pamphlct explains, the line was closed to passenger services as long ago as 1958,
which means that the provisions of scetion 39 of the Act did not apply to its
closure and therefore the Regulator's consent was not requircd.

3. Thatisnottosay that Railtrack can simply decide unilaterally o close any
part of the network to which the closure provisions of the Act do not apply. They
have contractual obligations towards the train operators who have track access
agreements that give them rights 1o use the network in question. The national
Track Access Conditions require Railtrack to consult all relevant train operators
and obtain their consent before they can carry out any material changes o the
network.

PASSENGER
SERVICES
Grour

Direc fcsivile

0712822043






[image: image10.jpg]4. Inthiscase, | understandthat Railtrack issued a Network Change Proposal
10 all relevant parties, including EWS, on 22 October 1997. The Regulator has
seen copies of correspondence on the proposal from which it us clear that EWS
fully considered the proposal and were content for it to be out into effect.

5. Ieanappreciate your concern that Railtrack's actions mean that rail access
to the Barton Marsh trading estate will be lost permanently. However. Railrack
have followed the procedures in the Track Access Conditions which arc designed
1o ensure that they cannot act without consent of all relevant train operators.
Since it has been established that neither EWS nor any other train operator has
any use for the network in question. Railtrack are now entitled to dispose of it as
they wish.

6. Thope the above s helpiul. Please do not hesitate to contact me again if
you have any further queries on the matter.

Yours sincerely.

e B

JOSEPH KERRIGAN
Station Access Team

Direct Line: 0171-282 2139
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Christow Station,

Telephon- Sheldon Lane,
Christow (01647) 253108 Doddiscombsleigh,
EXETER,
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EX6 7YT
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15th September, 1998
Mr. Robin Gisby,
Director of Freight,
Railtrack P.L.C.,
Railtrack House,
Euston Square,
London
NIW 2EE

Copy to:-
Mr. Nick Fulcher,
Freight Account Executive

Dear Mr. Gisby,
Marsh Barton, Exeter

Railtrack’s contractors are in the process of dismantling
part of the Marsh Barton freight line in Exeter. The one re—
maining customer, E. Pearse & Co. (Stanox 83513), has had its
private siding disconnected, although it is planned to alter
the loading plant so that traffic can continue.

The line is being shortened to allow the land to be sold
so that a county council link road scheme can go ahead, a deal
which Railtrack inherited from its predecessor. As this scheme
is now dependent on private finance, there is no certainty
that it will be completed. It may never be built.

Exeter has three trading estates; only ome has a rail
connection and this has already been truncated. I do not
believe that English, Welsh & Scottish has had the chance to
explore the possibilities for developing wagonload traffic on
this estate; indeed, I doubt that the firm is yet in a
position to begin this exploration.

There is potential for both private and public freight
terminals on this line and I am advised that a design practice
is studying the area. Surely, then, it would be wromg to
proceed with the sale of any land at Marsh Barton until more
is known by the new freight operator.

Yours faithfully,
7
/S
AL

c. Burges

Encl.
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C. Burges
Exeter and Teign Valley Railway
Christow Station

Sheldon Lane
Doddiscombsleigh

Exeter

Devonshire EX67YT

Your ref
Our ref FClem/15048

21 September 1998

Dear [LL\ '7"'}'\

Thank you for your letter of 15 September which raised the issue about the
potential loss of a rail freight facility in Exeter. We obviously take such issues very
seriously.

1 have copied your letter internally within Railtrack and to Julian Worth at EWS
50 that we can confirm the exact position to you.

Yours sincerely

(FGAN

Robin Gishy
Director, Freight

Raftrack PLC Railerack Houze Evston Square London NW/I 26E
DX 133075 Euston 3
Tl 0171 557 8000 Fax 0171 557 5000

Rallrach PLC Regitered Offce. Ralbrack House Futon Sauae London NW! 21T ey e and Wl N 90458/ hipivssestiack cok
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Christow Station,
Sheldon Lane,

Telephor
Christow (01647) 253108 Deddiscombsieigh,
EXETER.
Devonshire
EX6 7YT

Your refere

- Pl quote this refesences- 757 755,
24th September, 1998

ur. Graham Smith,

Planning Director,

English, Welsh & Scottish Railway,

310, Goswell Road,

Islington,

London

ECIV 7LL

Copy to:—

Mr. Matthew Golton,
Planning & Investment Manager

Dear Mr. Smith,

tlar
Further to my letter of/15th, 1 was dismayed to find
after writing that Railtrack ‘had already completed the land
sale at Marsh Barton, for the track is now gone and part of
the embankment broken down. What is even more dismaying is to
have it confirmed that this closure was approved by E.W. & S.

It is quite typical that Railtrack can co-operate very
well where a disposal is involved - in this case lifting a
railway for a road that may never be built - while not a
single station or line listed in our county structure plan for
reopening has yet got onto the drawing board.

In my leaflet, Exeter’s Industrial Railway, 1 mention the
former site of Hardinge Machine Tools, a firm which has
relocated to the neighbouring Matford Business Park. The bare,
level plot vacated by Hardinge was one of the reasons I
considered that retention of the whole railway was SO
important; were the line hemmed in or inaccessible it would be
a different matter. But with an adjoining development site and
two rows of premises backing onto a former line, which I
remember in use, Railtrack’s clear duty should have been to
rebuff any move that threatened rail transport interests.

E.W.S. cannot undo overnight the retrenchment of four
decades past. I hear that you are already suffering from
shortages all round and that representatives have been told to
cool off a little. I well understand the enormousness of the
task before you and I can imagine the number of small cases
like mine you must be confronted with.

Yet T still feel fully justified here in making a noise.
Mr. Burkhardt stated early on that it was wagonload traffic
that would have to expand drastically if he were to meet his
forecast for railfreight growth. Although it must be viewed






[image: image14.jpg]with dread by some, this must mean a far greater number of
terminals and a return to a form of local trip working from
yards. Having d44-ton lorries covering huge mileages around
regional rail freight depots is not the way forward, despite
transport managers drooling over this prospect.

Short term, given the shrunken railway and the exploded
state of trade and industry, road haulage will of course be an
unavoidable part of most flows. But somehow the railway has to
get back to firms' back yards, to the small stations and
branches, so that heavy lorries find less and less work. Any-
one being run over by a 44-ton artic would derive no comfort
from learning that it was in fact on the way to a rail
terminal. More than ever, the public wants these vehicles out
of towns and suburbs, Off the non-motorway network. The
railway may well profit from it, but it does not do much for
the good of the country merely removing lorries from motor-
ways, the only roads really suited to fast, heavy traffic.

What worries me is that, in only a few years time - even
less perhaps - freight traffic may be offered which would be
best handled at places where Railtrack has only lately ripped
up the track and blown the bridges, in its haste to realise
land value and encourage supermarket developments. A company
may ask for a trading estate site with direct rail access.
Laying in new maia line junctions is practically out of the
question at this stage, so where in Exeter would such a firm
be directed?

My steadfast belief in unitary operation of railways
leads me to hope that E.W.S. will in future be able to wrest
control of the freight-only lines from the accursed Railtrack.
Bodmin is already a variation on the "Mom and Pop" railroads
in the States that Mr. Burkhardt once referred to in an
interview. Cattewater, Heathfield and Marsh Bartom, for
example, under E.W.S. - or other operator - ownership would
bring down costs, make for more flexible working and allow for
proper, emergetic line development.

The relaxed operation of Mr. Burkhardt's home experience
should be adopted here. I can imagine a small freight depot at
Marsh Barton - with maybe no more than a few sidings and
concrete surround — its sign proclaiming as of old "OVERNIGHT
TRANSITS TO EVERY MAJOR CENTRE FROM THIS DEPOT". The same man
that works the fork lift and sees to safe loading also goes
knocking on doors around the estate canvassing for traffic:
"Is there any way that E.W.S. can provide a service for your
company?" He drives the shunting loco which takes traffic to
the junction and there performs with the train engine of an
Enterprise service. He makes the computer entries, he liases
with firms; he even maintains the track and keeps the
railway’s estate in good order. This would not be a descent
into a ragtime railway, abhorrent to amy old hand. Not at all,
rather it would allow the right men - experienced, safety-—
conscious men - to give of their best, free of past
repressiveness.

E.W.S. cannot go around speculatively buying up land here
and there, guessing that there may one day be traffic to be
had. Nothing can be done without a careful appraisal of what
is immediately on offer. Revenue must flow this year, not
k. MHte ¥ Ml d Rk este naborklL. ¥Et. S8 1 Rave





[image: image15.jpg]said, I worry that opportunities may be missed. I feel so
strongly about the Marsh Barton case that I have approached
the land agent and put my view to him. 1 have thought
seriously about stretching myself to buy the vacant plot to
secure it and doing my own study of the area to gauge what can
be done to generate traffic.

Would any support be forthcoming from your firm? Would
your firm, at least, endorse an approach to the city council
requesting that the site be protected? Or was the approval you
gave Railtrack quite final: you have no interest in tapping
Exeter’s Marsh Barton Trading Estate?

Yours sincerely,

C_6_

Colin Burges

Plan shewing end of former Exeter Railway, as at September, 1998
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24th November, 1998

The Editor,

Express & Echo,

Heron Road,

Sowton,

Exeler

EX2 TNF

Dear Editor,

Some people, I suppose, will see the luminent opening of
Lhe new superstore at Alphinglon Cross as another great day
for Exeter. I view it rather differently and would like Lo
recap what has actually been perpetrated on this sile.

For a start, the city council, having designated the land
for employmenlL purposes in the local plan, opposed the retail
development. The council’s planning refusal was eventually
overturned by central government because the developer agreed
to build Lhe first stage of the Grace Road link - something
the council did want.

So today Lhere is a superstore and whal appears to be
merely an access road, but is in fact part of a larger scheme.

What is striking about this case is how totally it is at
0dds with modern thinking. Out-of-lown superstores are meant
to be frowned upon because they damage centres, are dependent
on car users and often gobble up green fields. Road building
is now unfashionable because it has been established that, how
ever much road space is created, it will surely Fill up with
vehicles. Council highway fetishists will continue Lo arqgue
always for one last new road, but this only makes it worse in
the long run by delaying the proper solution.

Another, less obvious, issue is also involved here: that
of rail freight transport. Unbeknown to most, the stump of the
old Teign Valley Branch penetrales Marsh Barton, the only one
of Exeler’s trading estates to have a rail connection. Having
survived a full 40 years after the last passenger train, the
Line has now been severed by the Grace Road link; or the "Road
to Nowhere", for it is not complete and possibly may never be.

The new American railfreight company striving to reverse
the decline of many years should not have to fear roads and
superstore developments taking even more of an already
bulchered railway network. One of the problems in getting
freight back onto rail is that the system is Loo small and the
terminals or loading points are too few.

Sadly, while transport and environmental policies have
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changed, the old order goes lumbering on. At Alphinglon Cross,
a car- and lorry-dependent development, far from the cily
centre, has encroached onlo a railway whose Lraffic potential
could not have been fully gauged. There will be a void at
St. Thomas and employment businesses thal may have located al
“lphington will be pushed oul into open country.

Yours sincerely,

LelFs S dliant

Colin Burges
Ouwner and Operator

Encl.





